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< EXTRADITION.

VIEWS OF SECRETARY FISH
PROVISIONS OF THE TREATY
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_PRACHCE OF BOTH NATIONS

BRITISH  ATTENIT TO MODIFY 1IT
BY ACT OF PARLIAMENT

AFTER THIRTY YEARS' OPERATION

Such Doctrine Flatly Repudiated

THE FRESIDERTS CURET REFUSAL

TO ASSENT TO ANY NEW & UARANTEES

MISTORY OF FRACTICE UNDER THE TREATY
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letter or report Sir Thumas Henry to the
British Home Ot led to the f=sae of o warant of
surrender of Lawrer on a elngle chargs of
Fergiog a bond apd affilavit, an which warrant
the keeper of the jail ered Lawrenoe to the
agent eppointed by the President to receive him.
The termes of the warrant were not konown to any

agent cr cficer Of f Guvernment (as iz repre-
sented to me) uetll lung after Lawrenes's return
to the United States. His odbnsel and friemids
sappear to have been apprised of the fact that
althoagh proof was presented an #ome twelve or
thirtzsen charges of forgery the warrant of sur-
pepder seeins to bhe cunfined to the ferging a bond
and affidavit. Up to this date Lawrence has
been arralgoed only upon one lndietment based
¢ the forgery of the bopd and g@idavit men-
tioped in Sir Thomes Henry's report to the Home
Office and ke has not been arraigned for any
offense cther than the extradition erimes proved
by the (acts in evidence before Sir Thomas Henry,
and cn which hils surrender was based.
Although'not afraigned on any other indiot-
ment than for the forgery for which he wasestra-
dited the British Home Uffice has ralred the

v question that he may possibly be triel upon other

charges and for other erliices,
1y peems, thepefore, thay (hy Home Qfigeof

Great Britaln undertakes to d'sbide what i3 the
law of the United States as - well as of Great
Hritain, and assumes that the law of the United
iates as well azgencral lyw of egtradition and
the extradition et of (3reat Britaln prevent
the trial of & erfminal surrendered under the
treaty of 1542 for any offense other tham the
particular coffense for which he 'was
extradited; apd the position which It takes in.
volves the assumption that In demanding an ex-
tradition under the treaty the United States (s
bound ky the provisions of the st of 1870, whether
in conftietl with the treaty or not, and it claims to
have “Fupposed™ that an “effective arrangement
war in foree,™ thnt Do eriminal S0 surrendered
should be tried for any other then the particular
extradition offense; on the falth of which arrange-
ment 1t I8 claimed that surrenders have hereto-
fore been made, 2l without which It s now said
that ¢ surrender would not be  possible under the
English act; bul, a8 already =akl, nothing = ad-
duced In support of the belief of the existence of
such rupposed arrangemeont.

Theee positions are so different from the under-
randing of this Governmen), amd $o0 opposed to
the views which it was supposed woere entertained
by Great Britain, aod which bave been reconded
in Parllamentary papers; which have been ns.
serted i atie correspond , and been
recopnized in jodicind deciFions in that as in this
country. amd set forth by writers on estradition
law, that 1 learm from Lord Derby's note with
surprise, equal to my regret, that they appear to
be supported by the Forelen Office.

The act of August 12, 1648, roproduced (o the
Hevised Statutes, (#oction #2270 to 5276,) refermod
to in the correspundence, dors oot alfect or llmit
she rights of the two Governments on the ques
tiun,

This act I£ gitaply a general asect for carrying
into effect treaties of extradition. It provides the
wachinery, and preseribes the general mode of
yroceilure, it does nit assume to determine the
right= of the United States, or of any Siate,
which are governed wholly by the partienlar pro.
visiops of the several treaties, or lo limit or con.
firue ooy particular treaty.

in some fow treaties between the United States
and furelgn evuntries, provisions exist that the
criminal shall not be tried for ollenses committed
privr to extruditiom other than the extradition
crime, and in olbers no such provision i5 In
cinded.

Amaln, under ¥ome trotties, the citizens or sub.
jects of the coniracting Muowers are 'rm‘tp.’-.l«‘.lll}"
exempt from belng surrendered, while olhers son-
tain o such exception. The Umited States act
of 1845 I= cymally applicable to all these differing
trooties. 1 the rarrendered Mgitive ie to tindim-
munity frum trial. forother than theoffense named
in the warrant ¢f extradition, he must find sach
immunity guarantoed to him by the terms of the
treaty, n n the act ol Congress. The treaties
which contain the bamunity from trial for other

vlepses have been ceichrated snee the date of
the aet of I8N

Atthat date the T'nited Sintes had treaties of

m only with (ireat Britain amd with

France, neither of which eontaine] the limitaiion

referred to.

et - rm# of the respective treatles alone de
fne of can Hmit the rights of the contracting
partics,

The eonsiroction «f the treaty between the
ol states and (ireat Britain, by the two
ernments, and thelr practice In its enjorce-
toent fur many years were in entire harmooy, Io
cach country sarrendered fugitives have bren
tried for other offen<es than thise for which they
bail becn dellversd, the rule having been that
where the eriminal was recloimed in good Mith,
and the proceeding was pot an excuse or pretense
to bring him within the jurisdiction of the court,
1t wae noviolation of the treaty or of guod falth
to pructed sgainst lim ot othier charges than
the particular ono on whieh he had heen surren.
dered. The jodicial decisions of both countries
aftirm thie rule. It was s held in & case of lotes-
State extradition by Judge Nelsom, in Williams
ve, Bacon, (10 Wemdell, 831,) and the same prinel-
ple was lald down by the Courtol Appealsof New
York in a late case of Adriance vo, Lagrans, who
had heen delivered up under the treaty with
France, In United Statesvs Caldwell, (% Blatch-
ford, Ulr, L Bp. 151) Caldwell, aner cxtra-
dition from Cansda for torgery In 1871, was® in.
dicted fur bribing an officer, and the plea was ao.
tered that the prisoner was hrought within tho
jurishiction of the conrt upor a charge of forgery,
under the treaty, and that the offense speciticd in
the indietment was put mentioped in the treaty.
A demurrer being interpozed, the court dechlod

the prisoner had been extradited o gool faith,
charged with the commis<ion of a crime, and must
be tricad.

In the ease of Burley, extradited from Canada
harge of robbery, the prisoner was triel on
£ault with Intent to kill

In the enseof Hiclbrouo. who was extradited
freom this comntry for forgery, aml tried in (ireat
Britatm fur larceny, the facts, af statel hy the

ieitor weneral of Gireat Hritain, whe had charge
weedinge. and who war examined before
e Hritish Commis=ion on the extradition
ivn, were that the prisoner, being extra.
i lurgery, was sequitied, and was there-
tricd aml comvictod for larceny, an oliense
lie could not have been surrendered, not
rratedd in the list ol erimes mentioned

Candgda there i@ the same earreat of aug.
rity.

In the jense of Von Earnawm, (Upper Canada
repert#, 4 Ul . 998} the prisoner wae surrendered
by the United States to Canada upon Lhe charge
vl application was made lor release,
ground that the olfense was at mist the
ng of meney under false pretenses and mot
n the treaty, Macauley; U, J., said, in

denying the motion, that be wad dispused to
the offense as forgery, but evem I the

e were only false pretenses after beiny in
Wiy bo 1& lable to be prosocuted for any

uilen=e which the facts may Fupport.

In Paxton's ense, 10 (Lower Unnada Jurist, Jiz,
11, ) the priconer was chargod with uttering a
irged promifseory note.  He pleadmd that he had
been extradited upin the charze ol forgery, aml
cuild mot be tried for uttering forged paper or for
any vihier than the extraditivn oflenee.

The court declded that the trial should
yrocced. The prisoper Lhereupon protested azatnst
being called upon te plend to any other charge
than that fur which he was extradited, but he was
tried, futnd guilty, and the couvietion afirmed on
appeeal.

In aditition to the foregoing, Judge Benedict, in
hig vpinion In Lawrence's case, delivered within
a few Jdays past, entirely cvinchles in thess views,
and the Solicitor General of the United States, (n
hi= opinien In Lawrence's case, dated July 1,
1575, reaches the aame conclusions,

An examination of the report of the select com.
mittee on extradition of the House of Commons
which sat in 1845, ander whore superintendence
the extradition law of I5T0 was framed, and which
W cutppostd Gf Bome of the moi . aistinguished
publie men of Great Britain, among whom were
the Solicitor General, Mr. ALl Mr. Porster, Sir
Hobert Collier and Mr. Bouverfe, shows that the
lew of the United States and the practice in re-
gard to exstradition were perfectly well under-
stoind, aiid they were distinotly referred to on sev.
cral otcasions

Mr. Hammond, (now Lord Hammond, ) for many
years Unider Seervtary «f Stale, in speaking of
Hurley's case, stated that as it was suwgestod that
the prisoner, who had been surrendered on the
charge of robbery, was about t4 be tried for
piracy, the matter bad been reforred to the law
wiicers of the Crown, and that it was held that if
the United States pot bim boma fde on his trial

for the oflense fur which he wus ex.
trudited It would be Jifficult tw  gues
tlon  thelr right 1o try him for piracy,

or uny other offense of which he might be aceusad,
whether such vliense was or was not & ground of
extraditian, or even within the treaty; and added,
“wre admit In this country that if & man i# bons.
Jide tried fur an oliense for which he was given up,
there i# nothing to prefeut his belng subsequantly
tried for anvtlier offense, cither antocedently
committed or not.” (Amswer 1095.)

Alr. Mullené, an cminent member of the bar,
who was counsgel in the Lawrencs sase, in reply to
a guestion of Sir Robert Collier, sald that in his
opinion & surrendered criminal ought to be tried
fur an ofense, other than the extradition offense
arlsing from the =ame fsetz; and Mr. Foster,
(Question 1214,) eonsidering the propwiety of the
proposed stipulation, that a personshould be tried
for noofiense other than the extradition offensa,
fald: “The Americans do not make that stipula-
tlon, or else you would not have boen able to try
Hieibroun for another offemse.” To which Mr.
Mullen® respopded: “No; there e no stipulatiog
of that kind In the case of Amerien.”

Alr. ALl thereupon sald, (Question 1215:) “As 1
understand It, the treaty with Ameriea would
not prevert our trying & man for o different
offense frum that for which be had been given
up™ Towhich Mr. Muliens replied: “It would
mot; there is no stipaiation that he ahall not be
tried for any other offense.” Then follows ques
tion 1217, “Would you wish to extend that state
of thinge to other countnes?™ and the reply, “With
regard to Ameriea 1 have nover found any dim-
culty about it,” ke,

S0 far as can be ascertained, there was abso-
lately no dissent at sny time from these views a#s
to the law and practice under the treaty, and the
only question seemed to be whether it was wise
to attempt to change them,

Nr. Clark, (sn_eminent British authority,) in
his “Treatise on Extradition™ says: “It t» quite
clear that neither the treaty nor the law of the
United States contalng the provisions of the ex-
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Rre, by the ) 1 by the practice of
both Governmentsy and by the undersianding
the persons most familiar with proceedings in
such cases, and the most competent to judge, that
where s criminal bas been {5 good faith extra-
dited for an offense within the treaty, there iz no
£r o EXP or implied, that he may not
also be iried for another offemse of which he is
charged, although pot an extradition offense.
He iz, In (et (In sceordance with the language of
the treaty,) “delivered up to justice;” and, in the
b of any limitation by treaty, to “justice™
generally, cach independent State being the
Judge of its own sdministration of justice. Sarely
Gireat Britaln will not aliow the Legislature of

fied bhetween the United States and
He thinks that the twenty.seventh seotic
British sct of 1570 was speclally intend
empt the tresty, with the United States f
appliestion of any of the new conditions
sions embodied in that act, and fo 3
treaty to be be construed and the s

fegitives thereunder to be mado as had
viously done, He hopes that on o furtliey
eration Her Majesty's Government will
section referred to the effect which he
wae designed Lo have.
+  But he recognizes that it i for the B
ernment to constroe and enforee jie own stHt!
and should Rer Majesty's Government 8o

another State to preseribe or to limit the cases, or
the manner in which justice is to be administered
in ber courts, and she will not expect the United
States to be lees tenacions of it= Independ in
this regard,

Naw, for the first time sineo the signing of the
treaty of 1542, Great Britain raises the question of
her right to demand from the United States, asa
condition of the execution by Great Britain
ol her engagement to sarrender a fugitive erim-
inal charged with a series of stupendous forge.
ries, a stipulation or agreement not provided for
in the treaty, but asked on the grouml that anset
of Parliament, passed some twenty-eight years
after the treacy had besn in foree, prescribes it as
ane of the rules or conditions whichk should apply
toarrangom=nots for extradition, when made with
a forelgn State,

This invoives the question whether one of the
partics to s ireaty can change and alter its terms
or construetion or attach now conditions to its ex-
ccutlon,withon® the assent of the other. Whether
an act of the Parliament of Great Britaln, passed
in the year 1§70, can change the spirit or terms of
o treaty with the United States of nearly thirty
years anterlor date, or can attach a new condition,
to be demanded of the Unlted States before com-
pliance by Her hMajesty’s (Governmoent with the
terms of the treaty a they have been shown to
have been uniformly understood and executed by
both Governments for the shird of a century.

As this Government does not recognize any
eMeney In a British statute to alter or modily or
1 ettich new conditions to the executory parts of
a previonsly-existing treaty between the United
States and fGreat Britain, I do not feel called
upun to examine, particalarly the provision of the
law of 1570, But ionsmuch as Great Britain sceks
to impose the provisions of that act upon the
Tnited Ntates in the excoution of a Lreaty of
wany years anterior date, I do mnot fail
to observe that while by the act Great
Hritaln sesumes to require that no surrenderpd
fuzitive shall be tried In the country which de-
mamls bis extradition for “any offense other than
the extradition erimes™ (in the singular) proved
by the {acts on which the sarrender & groandsid,
she reserves to hergell the right to try a fugitive
surremdered to ber for such erimes (inthe plural)
as may be proved by the facts on which the sur-
render i¢ grounded.

This does not feem 0 be wholly reeciprocal, and
11 the Unlted States were disposed to enter {ato n
treaty under this act, It might expect some
greater equality of right than a cursory exami-
natlon ol this provision in the act secme LW pro-
vide.

It is gquite well known that after the paszageof
that ast of 1870 an effort was made to enter into
a treaty with Great Brittun, which shoald enlargs
the pumber of extradition offences, and otherwise
extemnd the provisions of the cxisting treaty.

Al the vutséel it was apparent that the aet of
1810 was nol an act to carry inte efioct treatles or
conventions for extradition, a= iz the United
States act of 1440, bt one providing a system to
which all subsequent treaties of extradition
muiet be adopted, and which eould be applied to
enforce treatles or armangoments made subject to
Its provisome

This Government was anable to agrec to any
arrangement {based on the provisions of the
act of 1870, and In o note addressed to Sir Edward
Thornton, the British Minister, under date of
January ¥, 1571, was informed that *““This
Government understands the twenty-seventh
section of the extradition act of 1570 as giving
centinued effeet (o the existing engage
ments  for the surrender of criminals,
Imperfect as they are, in view of the long coter.
minons frontier between British North America
and the United States, we must be content to
rufler the inconvenience until Parllament shall
put it in the power of her Majesiy's Government
to propose & more comprehensive and acceplable
arrangement.”

The British Government was thus distinotly
amd formally advised of the position aml of the
views of the United States, and no exception
thereto has been expressed.

A furthicr effort to effect atreaty was made in
1874, after the passags by the Pritish Parliament
of an act amending the act of 1870, which resalted
in fallure for precisely similar reasoms. This
fuilure to negotiate s new treaty arose solely be-
cense the United States could not secept as part
of it some of the provisiens of the act of 1570, aad
preferred (o go on ander the treaty of 18§27 as
therctofore construed, and practically carried
into efect by each Government, and thus we
have proceeded up to the present time.

1In suppurt of the eonstruction which this Gov.
ernment, in 1571, In the note to Sir Edward Thom-
tun above referred to, gave (o the twenty.s=venth
section B the extradition set, it appesrs that
when the Court of Queen’s Hench was onlled to
pass upon the very question in the cass of
Buuvler, (27 Law Times. N. S., 8iL) the Attorney
General #iated that the intention had been to
make a gencralact, which should apply to all
cascsd except where there was anyihing inoon-
¢istent with the treaties referred to. 5o fur as the
point was passed on, the Lord Chiel Justics ex.
piressed the opinion that it was the intention while
geiting rid of the =tatutes by which the former
trestics were carried out, at the sams time to
Bave those troaties in thelr full integrity and
foree, and Lhat the result had been accomplished.
Ume of the other ustices thougzht the quesiion
somewhat doubtful and the third agreed with
the Chief Justice,

The Solleltor General of the Usited States, in

his uopinton tn Lawrenee's ease, given In August
of lar year, reached the samo conclusion, Lhat
the treaty was not aflested by the aet.
RIt cannot readily be believed that Parllament
intemled by the act of 1670 to clalm the rightto
alter treaties In exiztence without notice to the
uther Government, or to impose new conditions
upon foreign Governments seeking extraditivns
under treatios in existonce prior to that aet.

The United Statos has declined to becoms sub.
jeet to the British net of 1870, and with knowledge
of this the Government of Great Britaln has eon-
tinued constantly to azk and obtain extraditions,
under the treaty of 1842 and since the refusal of
the United States to negotiate a new Lresty unde
the provigions of that act,

Since the passage of the aot of 1870 Great
Britain has obtained from this Government some
thirteen warrants of extradition, and has nsti-
tuted & much larger number of proceedings to
obtain extradition. In no fostance has Groat
Britain thought it necessary to temder any such
stipulation a# she now asks from the United
States, or o present her requests for extradition
in any way different trom that in which they were
presented prior Lo 1370, The United Stater inthe
same time have instiiuted numerous procsedings,
and at this moment have three criminals in Loa-
don in custody upon charges of forgery, whose
extradition this Government |= seeking In the
usunl manner provided by the treaty,

Druring this period wo intimstion has reached
this Government that the treaty of 1842 was not
in fall foree, or that the sct of 1870 was claimed to
limit its operstion or to impose upon this Govern.
meut the necessity oither of changing its laws or
af giving stipulations not Known to the provisions
of the treaty, and pot heretofore suggestod, nor
ba= auy representation becn made to this Gov.
ernment by that of Great Britain on sccomnt of
any procecdings taken in the case of Lawrence,
mentioned in the oploion attributed to the Home
Offiee, in the note of Lord Derby to General
Scheack, before re.erred Lo,

But now, with three Important cases pending
in London st the present time for extradition, in
which st least all the formalities have besn com.
plied with, we are Informed in substance that it
had been supposed ap to the present time by the
British Home Office that our law as to trials for
other than extradition offensos was In agreement
with the law of 1-70, but finding It to be other-
wise, we are confronted with the requirement of
a stipulation ln order to obtaln what is guaran-
teod by the treaty of 18iL whereby the United
States mus! recognize the right of the British
Parllament by statute to change executory tres-
ties, and to impose upon this Governm:ut comdi.
Wons sod stipulations to which it had net given
its assent.

As relates to the particalar ease of Lhe fagitive
Winslow there is not, #o far as I am aware, any in-
tention of trying him for any offenses other than
those on which indietments were transmitted and
for whieh his surrender was demanded, bat the
United States will give no stipulatjonof which
the treaty doce not amthorize the demand. As
the stipulstion or condition is demanded by
Gireat Hritaln ae & right, the right of the de-
mand must be established.

The President regrets that a condition, which
In his jodgment is without any justification under
the treaty, should have been nsked. He regards
the question thas fed asof a grave and
serious eharacter, on the final solution of which
must probably depend the continusnce of the

'mm:-u the tresty of 1342 He can-

elude that the British Parllament has h
new eondition to the complisnce by that (o
ment of its engagement with the United
under the tenth artiele of the treaty of
Iating to extradition, reqairing from the
States stipuiations not provided for or ¢
pisted in the treaty, he will deeply 1
necesxity which will thereby be imposed np
and does not see how he can avold regardify
refusal by Great Britaln to adhere to
sions of the treaty, as they have been eally
understood and construsd from ita d the
present time, or the exaction by that Goverimer
of n condition heretofore unknown, as the
tion and termination of that provision ¢f the
treaty.

You are not anthorized to enter into an
lation or understanding as to the trial of Wi
in case ho be deliverod up to justice. His
der is asked wmder amd in° accorianoe the
provisions of the tenth article of the trealy be-
tween Lhe United States and Great Britaln 8fthe
9th of August, 1542 He s charged with a srime
included within the list of crimeés enumeratod
in the treaty. That crime was committed within
the jurisdiction of the United States, and e has
sought an asylum, and been found, withing the
territories of Great Hritaln, and the United
hiave produced such evidence of his eriminalily as
according to the laws of Great Britain, woulf jus-
tify his apprehension and commitment forkrial
Hthe crimeor offense had been committed In
Great Britain,

You will eom feate the sab of thl to
Lord Derby, and should he desire It, you . anay
read it to lim.

I mm, sir, your obedlent servant, L

Hamizrox Fufir

CURRENT CAPITAL TOPICSE

Randall's Silver Bill.

The bill ntroduced by Mr. Randall to prewide
fur the lesue of silver cvin i= as follows:

Sec1ioX L In addition to the amount of Sub-
" Eldiary colus authorized by law to be fssusd I re-
demyption of fractional currency, it shall be faw.
ful to wannfacture at the several mints and Qaue
through the Treasury aod its several offices fuch
culn to the amount of twenty-five millions,

Sed, 2 That the silver bullion required forfhis
purpese shall be purchnsed from thoe to at
market rate by the Seorctary of the Treasdry,
with any legal-tender notes in the TreasurgEnot
otherwise appropriated, and the resalting
may be fssued in the ondinary disbursemens of
the Treasury or In exchange for | er
notes at par; but no parchase of bulliun shall be
made under this act when the market rate forthe
same thall be such a2 will not admit of Its goin.
age and issue or exchange, as heretn provided,with
out logs to the Treasury, and any galn or se .
age arising from this colnage shall be J
for and paid lnto the Treasury as provided usder
existing laws relative to the sabsidiary ngxe.

Sec. 3. That the trade dollar shall not o
after be a legal tender, and the Seeretary of the
Treasury 12 hercby authorized to limit from e
to time the colnage Lhereof to such an am as
he may decm sufficient to meot the ¢Xx 3
mand for the same.

Health of Speaker Kerr.

The Speaker's health is not of a reassuring
acter. He has wisely made up his mind to
draw from the ardocus daties and pe
apxictics of public life and devote himsalf to the
recuperation of his vital energies, and, if possible,
tothe establishment of bis herith. Ho has spplied
fur an sddition of ten dsys to hiz present lesve of
absence, and 1t is understood Lhat he will Snlgn
the office of Speaker on his return to the Capital.
The canvass for the 1 has already
opened. Mr, Cox, Mr. Randsll and Mr. Sayler,
of Ohie, are in the fold, and the skirmishing has
begun, It & likely to be a very pretty racs, bat
the Western man will no doubt stand the best
chance, The (riends of Mr. Cox count upon gain.
ivg some strenzth from his present temporary
pussestion of the office, and more from his former
popularity as & Western man, but Saylers
friends insist that the latter is all discounted by
hie present affillations with the Tammany Demo-
crats of New York. Mr. Handall's course as
chalrman of appropristions has by no means
strengihened him, and his first vole in eaueus
will han®y resch that which grected him the
first week in December.

Maryland for Blaine.

Heference hns been made to s letter from Mr.
Blaive that was In some way introduced In the
Maryland convention. The circumstances which
led to the letter were these: A prominent and
distinguisbod Republican of that State, s warm
persunal friend of Mr., Blalne, wrote to him a fow
days before the couvention as follows :

“Every county In the State has chosen dele.
gales to the Frederick eonvention fuvorable to
you, snd the delogates to Ulncinnatl will be for

ou unanimourly. Would you desire simply to

vo your recuguized friends chosen, or would
¥ou prefer a vote of iInstroctions in addition® You
can have which ever you prefer.”

Mr. Hinino replied as follows:

“Omdinarily I ghould he unwilling to express
any preforence a: to what & State conventlou
might do touching myself. Hut of late, as you
would know, a very persistent attempt has been
made to throw mud at me, and a pronounced ex.
pression from the Maryland convention fn m
tavor woukl at this time bes gratefully received.”

Nominations.

The President semt the (ollowing nominations
to the Senate yestenday: Seth W, Clark, of New
York, 1o be recorder of the General Land office;
James S. Rutan, of Pennsylvanla, to be consul at
Cardifl; John Nazro, collector of emstoms, Mil.
wankee, Wis.; A, F. Rlard, naval officer, New
Orleans, La; Wm. T. Jackson, pension agent,
St. Joseph, Mo.; John M. Cross, register land
office, Hunteville, Ala; James MecLaughlin,
Indian agent, Devil's Lake, Dakota. Post.
masters—Charles M. Warner, at Jordan, N. Y.;
Chas. T. Jackson, Goshen, N. Y.; A. M. Whoeler,
Danville, Va.

The Iadians Not Starving.
The following telegram was received here yes-
terday:

the
him,
the

Hep Croun Asxxcy, May 5. 1874,
Hon Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washing.

ten, D. C.:

Sin: There I= no foundation whatever in Gen.
Crook’s report to the effect that the Indians of
this agency are in a starving condition. I assist-
ance was needed, and the military stationod near
were ealled on for sssistancs, not a hool of beel
cuattle could they nspu'. The lndians were
never more peaceably

AMES S. HarTiNGS,

United States Indian Agent.

Bounties tor Colored Soldiers.

The Speaker laid before the House yesterday
& communiestion from the Adjutant General's
offiee, in relation to sn appropristion for the
freedmen’s braneh of that office. The amount

colored eoldiers, &o., for the year ending June 90,
1577, but the Adjutant Generasl says the sppro.
pristion need not be made tf Congress will make
available the balances of the appropriations of
1874, 1875 and 1876, which were made (or » like pur-
poke. Loferred to the Committee on Approprio-
Uons.

Resignation.

U, W Holeomb, recorder of the General Land
Ofice, yesterday tendered his ignation, which
has buen accepted.

"BRIEF TELEGRAMS.

St. Lovis, May &.—Whites 3, Browns 2

Ixprasarorts, May S.—Loulsvilles 8, Capltal
City 5.

New Yomug, May £—The case of Mounlton
against Baccher was, by put-down fur
Thursday next.

Creverawnp, 0., May S —Hiram Garrettson,
Uniled States Commissioner to the Vieans Expo-
sitison, died here yesterday.

Poatraxp, Me,, May 8.—~Dr. Rufus A. Cobb,
of Minot, has been arrested, ocharged with mur-
der by malpractice of Mra. Eliza Ouldwell, of
Oxford.

Boartos, May 8.—At Thompsonville, Connecti.
cut, yesterday, thiree mon, named Simeon Mills,
John Johnson and Epps Marks, were drowned
while cressing the river, by the eapsizing of the
boat.

Poroureersin, May &—At the general term
of the Supreme Court this counsel for
Pesach N. Rubenstein, moved to strike that 4o e
from the ealendar, which notlee “l.e 830t dented
and the ease was put down for Friday next.

Jamarca, May L—Great excitemont prevalls
here over the newn of the disturbances in Barda-
does. The natives are jubllant over the demon-
strations. “Troops have been hurried off from
here in Her Majesty's brig Argus.

Hanmanrne, Pa., May S.—A younyg lady, aged
elghtecn, while retaraing from Sunday sehool
county, was outraged by
i byars
sesailant fied to the b

etk oEpSRERdsd, e

heretofore asked for was 475,000 to psy bounties to.

of
-| that he
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| THEEX-W 'STRIAL

A MOST DOUBTFUL JURISDICTION

Proctor Knott's Speech Yesterday

ARGUMENT OF A GREAT QUESTION

THE HAWAIIAN TREATY DISCUSSED

The Necessity of National Defense

f SENATE.
Moxpay, May §, 1870,

A1 a. m., pursuant to opder, the Senate sit-
ting on the

TRIAL OF IMPRACHMENT,
reramed ity seeslon, The uinal proslamation
was made by the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Secre-
tary was directed to potify the House that the
Senate wos ready to proceed.

The managers and counsel having enterod mnd
taken their seats, the minutes of Saturday’s pro-
ceeding? In Impeach were read.

Mr. Manager Kxory then addressed the Sen.
ate, resuming his argament from the point where
he suspended on Friday last. He sald the line of
argument which he had proposed to maintain
had been so fully and powerfully followed by his
colleagues that little remained for him to do ex.
eept perhaps (o recapitulate some of the more
prominent points,

He held that this mode of procedure—impeach-
ment—was designed to protect the purity of the
publie service against misdemeanor and malfeas-
ance In pffice. Acconding to the learned counsel
for the accused the pole object almed at s to ze-
cure

REMOVAL FEOM OFFICE

Bat the greay men who made the Osnstitation
had different ideas, They provided that not anly
should the criminal be removed from dthod, but
ke shonkl be perpetaally disqnalified from sffice.
Thelr design was to exhiblt =sach an higtorie ex-
ample as would prevent the imitation of their
crimes by their smccessors in offfce. 1t wasde.
signed not for the harrnssment of a single indi.
vidual, not for purpafes of vengeanecs, but for the
=smke of example, as & pressution agalnst future
offences of the same Kind. He =ald the learned
eounsel were dignifying thelr client too much
when they sapposed that this procesding was
merely for the purpoge of barrasalng and disjuall.-
4 fymg him,

‘The House of Representatives, in sending these
articles bere, hnd o far higher purpose in view
—the vindication and the purification of publie
-morals. It would be extraordinary for the Senate
to decide that such a monstrous agomaly existed
In our Institotions that a party entering o
office, with all the responsibilities appertalning
thereto, hould those resp bilities by
retigning. If it bad been intendes! that only
those in gffice ehould be Impeached, then why did
not the framers of the Constitution Insert a
clause “that only these In ofice zhall be Im.
peselied.™ If they had intended that no man

honld be impeached pt be was [n office, then
they certatnly wonld have sald so, for they were
Ben who always sald exactly what they meant,
The very fact that they omitted Lo make this dis.
le conclusive of thelr intentions,
THE INPEACHMENT CLATUSE
le_mot only mot susceptibde of the comstruction
fit upon It by the counsel, but It does not admit
of smy such construction.

Atnsba. m. Mr. HAMLIN moved that the
Setate, sitting In impeachment, adjourn, till 12:05
pm Agreed Lo,

AL 12 o'elock the legislative session of the Sen.
ate xﬂ-r_ called to erdey, and prayer otfered ap by

the

The legisiative journal of Sataniay was read.

The CHALR laid before the Senate a communi-
eation from the Secretary of War, Inclosing the
report of Assistant Adjutant Gegeral Vineent
relative to the bounties to colored soldiers. Re-
ferred to Committer on Appropriations.

Mr. WINDOM, from Committee on Patents,
reported bill to enable Albert Moore to s e ap-
plication for the extenslon of patent fur water
faucet.

Mr. DAVIS introdoced hill to incorporate the
Natiopal Drove Yard Association of the IMstrict
of Qolumbin. Referred to Committes on the
istriet of Columbia.

Mr. SARGENT offersd the fllowing; which
was ngreed to:

Whereas It appeiars that the vast b flux of
Chinese to the Pacific const Is working great in-
i\:&rx to the morals and the labor interests of the

scific States and Territaries; and whereas the
existing laws against the coolie traflic and the
Importation of females for immoral purposes fall
of executivn for want of evidence of Intended
evarion thereal; therefore

Resolved, That the Committeo on Commerce bo
Instructed to conshler the sabject, aml report a
hill placing * adequate reftrietions upon the im-
migration of Chinese to thi= country.

The Senate then
RESUMED THE COXSIDERATION OF IMPEACHMENT

PROCKEDING S,

Senater MORTON propounded the question
whether there had ever Deon an instanee where a
party who had besn lmpeached by Parliament
bad afterwards been tried in the courtsof justice,
or ol a party who, having been tried in the courts,
had afterwanis been impeachod by Parliament.

Mr. KNOTT said he did not know that there
was any sach case. Mr., K. then rencwed his
argument in defense of the jurisdictivn of the
Senate, characterizing Lko position of the re.
pondent’s counsel, when worked cut to its logieal
conclurion, as ridiculous, am! as making lmpeach-
ment a farce. =

In conclusion, Mr. K. said he was perfectly con-
tent to leave this question with Lhe Senate; per:
fectly satisfied that no large body of riglhit-minded
men would condemn the House for what it had
done, or /] the 8 for its decigion,
whatever that decision might be. He could make
no passionate appeals to the Senate; he eould not
forget that it was sitting here, the highest con.
£titutional body in the land, called upon to declle
the gravest question that had ever been brought
hefore it.

He thought that verdiet would be that the
American Senate, unblased by party or partisan
clamer, wonld have the sterling virtue to admin.
Ister the law. He folt #ure that the counsal on
the other side would agree with him, On closing
Mr. Kxorr was grected with applause in the
galleries.

Judge Black sald that e felt a5 nearly as any
one the importance and the gravity of the osca.
sion. He asked that If in his embarrassment or
his haste e should #ay anything that was fm.
proper he would alooe be censured for it. but
that they- should spare his client, who had sut.
fered enough. He agreed with his friend who
had just closed that this question cught to be,
and he belleved it would be, decided on the law
of the case and free from all outside infaences.

He would come direetly to the subject before
them, First, whether or not this party hore was
lable to impeschment by the Houso of Repre-
septatives because he was lately Seeretary of
War; and second, whether his resignation ns Sec.
retary of War took him out of the jurisdliction,
and whether the fact that his resignation was
made to avold sueh jurisdietion had anything to
do with the question. This latter (act had noth-
ing at all to do with the maln question: it was
purely of & speculstive nature. Lt wws improper
for the Senate to determine, amld wrong for him
to discuss. He did not doem it nocessary for him
10 go over the

chovyp or w18 coLLEAGURS,
but he would address himself to some of the
points of the managers. There were some pojuts
to which it was impossible for him to reply. He
bad listened with great admiration to the mans.
ger who had last spoken on Saturday—{Mr.
Hoanr.)

It was the most finlshed oration to which he
(Mr. B.) had ever listemed. But It was given in
great part to the abuse of General Belknap,
which the honornble mapager had no right to do.
He had sssumed that everything charged aguinst
General Belknap was true. The manager had
noright to play the part of Cleero and set up
General Belknap as an Imaginary Marc Antony.
The virtuous soul of the manager is wrought up,
like Lot, against the wickednoes of these eities of
the plaise, Ascording to him the whole Amerl-
ean publie servioe is welded into one mass of eor-
- . The manager had assumed to smeer at
the aels of the eriminnl lawyer. 1f he was a law-
yer at all he wonld know that It was not the

thing to go lnto any eourt and attempt, in the

T ARGUMENT OF A OREAT QUESTION

law, and descend to the abuse
The gentlimah wants & vittin, Y
He said that it was better that ninety and nine
guilly min should cscape than Ussd one innotont
man should suffer. The gentloman must think
that more than ninety and nine gullty men have
because he now undoudbted)y wants the

“tbe trial of Andrew Jobnscn. The honmorable

cffice could pot be impeached for acts committad
while in cfMee. The gere had also svolded
all allugicn 1o the position on this point taken In

manager [Mr. Hoan] had alluded to Lhe remarks
of Jekn Quiney Adams.

He (Mr. B.) would not detract from the
merits of John Quiney Adame, but it was well
kocown that of all men he was the least autbhority
on questions of law, and he was always ready for
& persozal contest when he could coax one outof
anybedy, Hisbumpof conpetitiveness wasalways
in a state of chronle imAam [Langhter.]
When he could get noone to move for his ex-
pulsion, be presented a petition to that effect In

tions to report back, upon which the yeasand
nays were demanded,
The motion was rejected—yeas 95, nays 111
Mr. WELLS, of Miss,, askod leave to offer a
Joint resolation suthorizing the Secretary of War

to distribute $0,000 rations to the sufferers by |

the late overflow in Miselssippl.

Mr. CALDWELL, of Ala. There was engugh
of that business last year.

The House then resumed consideration of the
bill to earry Into effect the

HAWAIIAN TREATY.

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, addressed the
House in relation to the power of the Houseto
refuse moction to & treaty made by the President

the Houre himsell. [Laughter.] In to
the opinlon
AGAINST JURIADICTION

expressed by Mr. Hoar in the House ha (Mr. B.)
did not attach much Importance to !t, although
hie colleagues did. He Jdid not think that any
eriticism sbhould gttach to the manager for chang-
Ing his opinlon. There was a groat confagration
raging around the bonorable manager, and when
be took fire he waos more conbustible than any of
the rest. [Langhterin the gaMeriea] =~ -

The CHAIR notified the gallery that If the
disorder was repeated they would be cleared.

Judge B. sald that he was not at all alarmed
when the boncrable manager advansed towand
bim amd informed him that he was still a publle
officer sofar az hiz Vanily to Impeachment was
coneerned. He (3lr. B.) knew that he had boeen a
private eitizen for twelve years, and if he lived he
Intended to emjoy that inestimable privilege for
years to come, He then read from the cplinlon of
Gov, Johneon of North Carvling, that impeach-
ment only applied to those Inofice. He maln-
tained that the comments of Rowle were not
rusceplibio of the constructlon put by the Board
of Managers and Story, he sald, was perfectly
plain against them, :

‘Tke uniform praciice had been to drop prosecu-
tiopg after resignation. In New York the power
was not enly not claimed, but, on the contrary,
It was co several memorable ceeasices emphat-
leally diselaimed, He did not =ay these dect

and Senate, arguing that It bad that power, It
was, therefore, perfectly competent for the House
to refuss its sanction to the treaty.

Mr. TUCKER, of Virginia, followed In the
same line of argument. When Mr. TUcEER'S
hour expired,

Mr. WOOD demanded " previous question,
which was seconded. He them yielded to Mr.
Tucxen to conclude his sposch.

Mr. BANKS, of Mass., replied to the remarks
of Mr. Tocken, and argued that It was the duty
of the House to make this appropriation to carry
out the treaty. He referred to the course of Liv-
ingston in Jackfon's administration, whem he
threatencd France with war if her Chambers did

PEDRO D'ALCANTARR.
HE IS A VERY EARLY BIRD

THAT CATCHES MANY SIGHTS

A MOMENT HERE, ANOTHER THERE

—_—

AT THE WHITE HOTSE

———

A STIR AT THE POST OFFICH

RECEPTION

Now You See Him, Now You Don't

—_

The Emperor Dom Pedro, axious to see as much
as poesible during his short sojourn at the Capital,
after taking a cup of tea, a few maments after he
aruse yesterday morning, signified his desive to

i ifately to the Smithsonian. So, before

not find the monoy to carry out the provisions of
A treaty, and'the House of that day, resognizing

o
taking breakfust, Senor Borges, the Brasfllisn
Mint drove up, and the party, consisting of

the justice of that threat, voted una asly te
put the country In condition for the emergency.
He also quoted Jeflerson to show that he held
that when a treaty was made It was the daty of
the House to make the appropriation to carry It
into effect. With regard to any matter of reve-
nue be would not enter into that question now,
The question of revenus was not In point. It was
A QUESTION OF NATIONAL DEPENSE

For a consideration the Hawailan C(lovernment
nEreed that they would never sell their country
to s foreign Power. Was not thst warth some-
thing *

In tho course of farther diseussion be alluded te

were binding on the Senate If they thought they
were wruny, but they are entitled to great woight
when all the circumstances are considered. The
same In Pennsylvania, and of every other State
In the Unlon where they have ecansiitmtions
which upen this pelnt are similar to the Consti-
tuticn of the Unlited Stater, and In no instanse
basthere been & easo where an attempt kas been
made to hold a private ¢ltizen amenable. In some
of he States, New Jersey, for Instanee, they
have a provision king officer= a bie to im-
peachment fur o limited time nfter they are ont,
JiTEe Sexate, at 1:36 p. m., took A recess of twenty
minntes,

Cm the expiration of the recess Judge binek re-
sumed. He firat disenssed briefly the great power
of impeachment as It had existed in Englaml
Cur ancestors in adepting this prinelple of fm-
peachment placed numerous resirictlons apon it
The feunders of the constitntion made law not for
the present, but for all time and for all emérgen-
cles, and apy power which was not expremsly con-
ferred was not Intended by them to be conferrad.
In disenssing the resignation of General Belknap
he elalmed that It wasa lawful set, and his mo-
tives had no etfect upon it. It makes no difference
whether these things are done with the purposs
and intgnt of ehanging jurisdietion, or whether It
happencd s, We are prepared to show that on
the morning ofthe seeond of Mareh the ehairman
of the Committee on War Expenditures gave

NOTICE TO GENENAL BELEKNAP
that unlers he resigned before 12 o'clook that day
he would be impeached.

In consequence of this Ar. Belknap took his
resignation te the President at 19:30 o'elock, and
it was aecepted, and before 12 o'clock, when the
House met, aBother persun was acting as Secré-
tary of War. To avold impeachment, General
Helkeap resigned. We do not claim thas Mr.
Crryxer had any right to make smch a compaet,
but General Belknap knew that he was a leading
member of the House, and that whataver he
premiged was very likely to bedone. Sappose
G 1 Belknap had been tler of a foft,
and the chalrman of the Cowmmitiee on Expendl.
tures of the War Department had advaneed on
hun with mad battalions; that a parley w

ealied, And The cHATFRAR FalTY T have T

a weak place In your walls where your family are,
your wemen and your children, and unless you
surrender they will be given up to the soldlery.
Well, to save these helpiesa ones, he surrenders
the furt, and the captain refuses to ablde by the
terme, because the surrender was made to avaid
what he had threatened.

The chairman of the boand of managers (JMr.
Lorn) would have refused to ablde by the torms
of surrepder on account of the law, He =ays thore
are no f(ractions of aday, and he would, there.
fore, eontend that the as=zanit took place the
night before and the surremder the day after.
[Langhter.] 1f per<ons cut of office are subject
to the power of impeachiment because they have
opee bedn ln office, ‘Jdocs any one, for Instanee, say
that when we speak of the Preshieat or the Vice
President we Jdo not mean the incumbents of thase
offfees? No hall-grown sehoolboy but knsws that,
It has always been 8o held to mean, an:d the pras-
tico has conformed to it, and it requires some de-
gree of boldness for gentlemen to get up here and
argue for a perfectly now departare. The ques.
tion has been asked here who would preside In
eare of the impeachment of an ex-President.

This was a puzzler, aod the puzzle arcee out
of the fact that It was perfectly absurd to sup.
poee that an ex.President conld be Impeached.
Our friends on the other side found themseives in
such a dilemia by this question thot they de-
clined to answer it. He (Jlr. B.) would say that
in the event of the trial of an ex-President, that
an ex-chief justice should preside. [Laughter.]
Omne would be just assonsible as the other. The
Inw was that members of Congress shall receive
5,000 per anpum. What would be thoaghtof a
party who was 5 member of Congress twenty or
thirty years ago coming here and demanding
45,000 » year? Yet that {4 the argunment of the
mansgers, that s the reductio ad abenrdam, He
held that the #olp object uf impeachment was
removal from office. This waz: male perfectly
elear to his mind from the language, which was
“removal and Jdisquaiifiention,” not removal or
disqualifieation. If the Constitation is properly

SUBJECT TO ANY AMOUNT OF PULLING

and hauling, it may be mads to cover the naked-
ness of any proposition, then the gers might
have some show. But there i3 nothing more
plainly explained that where there is any doubt
a5 to the language of the Conatitation, the doubt
will be regolved In faver of popular libarty, and
Yot I favoer of political power. He turned here
to the Democratic side of the chamber and asked
the Senators who had always been such strivt cone
structioniets of the Constitution If they eould vio-
1ate now their life-long eonvictions, Whenever
the Constitution affects private rights, then you
are bound to place upon it the most narrow con.
struction. The . managers admit that this i2 a
penal case. The Constituticn says that all persons
charged with eriminal offenses shall have the
right to trial by thelr persons.

This t# sought to be dented to the accusal and
to place him on trial Betore a political body which
may be composed In part of hie rivals or his ene-
mies. The Constitution provides that no man
shail twice be put In jeopardy for the same of-
fense. Here you propose to try & man in this trl-
bunal, and then turn him-over to the courts. A
cuftom-house officer may re brought three thou.
saml miles to betried here befure the Senate,thus
doing the same thing that wis moade one of the
causes of cumplaint against Great Britsin in the
Declaration of Independence. He further,on this
peintinstaneed that therewere some [neongruities
between the impeachment clauses and the other
pansof the Constitntion, and woull conclude by
urging the utmost clroumspection in thelr decl-
shon.

AMr. EDMUNDS then moved that the doors be
closed and the galleries cleared, and the Senate
proceeded to deliberate upon the vendict,

At5p. m. the doors werer recpened, and the
CHAIR announced thst the Senate had adopted
two orders, ag follows:

Ordered, That until farther notice the attend-
ance betore the Senate of the managers and the
ngm:dcnt will not be resjulred.

rdered, That when the Senate sitting in im-
achment adjourn, it be till Monday pext, at

0 p.om.

The Senate then adjourned till to-marrow.

———
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Under the regular call of States the following,.

among other bills, were introduced for refer-
[

n;; Mr. BUCKNER, of Mo.: Biil to authoriza
the repaving of Peansylvanla avenue.

Also, bill for the relief of Patrick Burns, of
Washington. .
Also, bill for the rolief of Sophia S. Washing-
ton.

Algo, bill for the relief of R. T. Merrlek; all of
which were referred to the Committee on the Dis.
trict of Columbia.

By Mr. WILLARD, of Mich.: Bill to Incor-
porate, the Washipfton and Bladensburg rail-
rond, gnd to prohibit the use of steaw whereon.

Mr. HALE, of Me., offered a resolution dicset-
ing that the several commitiees of the House
eharged with Investigations shall canduct the In-
vestigations with open doors when festimony ls
belng taken. .

The House, by & party vote, refused to second
m‘:&‘h the previeds question—yeas 63,

' moved_to refer the resalution
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the sta that there was a job in this bill
Perhaps there was. Bat if there was a job at aill
It was ca the side of the sugar refiners of the At
lantie const, whe had their attorneys here polson-
Ing the minds of members In opposition to the
treaty.

3Mr, WOOI, of N, Y., closed the debate, and
ekowed that the (mportant question Involved was
one of national dofemse, and, as to that, the
United States had exclugive jurisdiction in the
lalands. The revenus question had no practical
applieation. Ho fesred that sectionalism was
ereeping into this question, and it was zectionalism
that came neardestroying the Union. He therefore
appealed to Southern members not to permit sec-
tivnal views to enter Inte this question. Since
this Congress met ho had heard much said aboat
the loyalty of the South, and the determination
to live as one people. He did not need to be told
that, for ke belioved they intended (t,but the
best way to show thelr devotion to the whole
coantry wasto show o broad and enlarged states.
manship in matters affecting the whole Unfon.

He belicved it was a moral daty to pass the bill,
and If it was rejected 1t wonld be the last oppor-
tunity to make a lodgment [n the Pacific ocean.

Tlhe question of the passage of the bill was then
taken by yeas and pays and it was passcd—yeas
116, nays Wl

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, it was ondered
that the session of to-morrow shouid be informal,
ard that no business should be transseted, but
that the House should only meet and adjourn.

AMr. CONGER, of Mich., was appolated & mem_
her of the commitice to investigate Federal om
cers in New Orleans, viee Mr. Cnaro, declined.

Ar. HOLMAN tried to have a night session {ir
businees, but the House refused, and, at 525
m., the House adjourned. .

A BLOODY PIPER.

Confeszion of Guilt Most Foul.
Bostox, Mass., Maya—It is reported that
Piper Las confessed 1o the munler of Mabel
Young, and also the munder of the Landregan
girl, of which he was suspected LWo years ago.
MORE VICTIMS,
BostoN, May 8—Itis now quite certain that
e asfiinnt &7 Mary Tynan. who was
mysterionsly beaten on July 1, 1574, bat after-
warde recovered, and If now an Inmate of & luna-
tie asylum. He confesses that he attempled to
kill her, and says the murder of Mabel Young
and Bridget Landregan were both prompted by
the use of stimulanis, under the induence of
which he hod an insane desire to shed blood.

THE FIEND'S CONFESSION.

Piper, in his eonfession of the wurder of Mabel
Young savs: “I took the bat from the lower room
before or about the commencement of school to
kill samebody at that time, [ carried it up to the
amditorium, but during the sessivn of Sunday-
schoul touk It from the suditorium and earrried it
to the belfry. After the clofte of school I came
diown stalrg and opened the doors. Then I went
up again, st the time 1 sent awny the boys who
were playing in the vestibule. After the boys
kad gone oul. and Iwas still in the vestibale, the
little girl came up stairs. and 1 indueed her to go
with me into the belfry. There I struck her with
the club two or threa times and bhe lew whe=s
the blood was found. Then 1 pleked her up, and
earried the bodyto the place whers It was dis-
covered.

The Evening Hereld save: “There |4 a feeling
abrvad among lawyers, detectives, and the public
wenerally that the contradictory stotoments now
put cut by Piper are the result of eool reasoning
om his part, and of such Ingenuity a= he is pos-
seesed of, ln order to throw doubt upon his san-
ity in zeneral, cr els2 to show that he has an un.
controllable mania fur blood for which he is not
responeible, and a chapge [n his statement, either
n the confession of more munders or the denial of
all, would pot at this moment astonish the com-
munity.”

AMUSEMENTS.

The Vokes Family—National Theatre.

A large audienck greeted the Vokes family last
night at the Natioral theatre with the warmest
enthualigm. This elegant combination has lost
nothing of its fassinating and mirth-provoking
interest. Every time they come to Washington
they are welcomed by?overtliowing houses, and
every time they depart the theatre-going people
of the Capital are filled with geauine regret.
Dom Pedro attended the play last night, and as
His Imperial Majesty entered the theatre the or-
chestra, under the charge of Alr. Proeperi, per.
formed the Brazillan grand march. When the
box—the left procenium—bad been reached the
Emperer walked to the frogt, In tull view ot the
audience, and remained stamding until the conelu.
slon of the plece. Heo then slizhtly bowed in ne-
knowledgment, and took his seat, remaining from
that time until the elose of the performance, ap-
parently one of the most Interested spectators,

The Great Lecture.

Those of our readers who are desirous of hear
ing Mr. Beecher's great lecture, Friday evening
next, should take advantage of the opportunity
offered of securing reserved seats without aay
extia eharge. To walt till the night of the lee-
ture, and then expect to get a good seat will oniv
mest with disappointment. Be in time. The
diagram of the ehurch will remain at Whitakes's
bookstore untfl § o'clock at night esch day prior
to the lecture.

Complimentary Concert.

=The concert given last evening at Willards
hail, in honor of Miss Zadie Jones by her friemds,
was one of her brilliant saccesfod, The different
parts, which were camposed of =ome excesdingly
fine vocal and instrumental mudie, wa2 rondered
in a most successful manner, which drew constant
peals of applause from the delighted sudience,
many of the parts being recalled. JMiss Jomes
rendered some Hlant sclos in her asual eapti-
vating style, which amply repaid the goodly
pumber present fur their attendance, anl doing
bonor to herself and her friends who had the
g t of the eq t. The pr
was as follows, the accompaniments being played
hy Miss Snsle Johnson: “Barcarolle,” Adler, by
Dr. J. P. Canlfield; “Aia Piocireila,” Opera
ugalvator Rosa,” by Miss Zaidee Jones; “La
Favorita,” Donlzettd, by Miss Jeannie Bryan and
Mr. W. A. Wiiney: Aris from “Der Frel
schuetz,”™ Von Weber, by Mre. F. Knoop: “Quis
est bomo,” “Stabat Aater,” by Miss Jones and
Mre. J. P. Canlfield ; “Polonaise,” Chopin, by Dr.
J. P. Cauifield ; “Bliss furever Past’" Balfe, by
Miss Jeanuie Bryan; “Gratias Agimus TibL"
Hessinl, by Miss Bryan, Mr. Knoop and Mr. Wid-
pey; English Ballsd, Ganz, by Miss Jooes; “I
trust in thee,” Opers “Lohengrin,” by 2Alis
Jones, Mrs. Canlfield, Mr. Knoop and Mr. Wid-
ney.

The Bohemian Girl Matinee. .
mmm“w:d' u dm r:ll:un wtﬁ
eritic bas prevented our J
excellent operatia represeatations of the Falr-
lamb Mw.h which all 'm.“.
should take pridens a rare achievement,
doing homor to ourrelt a8 well a5 to the talented
azd indefutigable ector and direstor and his
asrecelater.  Tho matines, to ba given fo-
day, (Tutsday,) by gemeral request, should st
tract » large house, ax It

a8 Is sdmitted that “ The

the Emperor Dom Pedro, the Vietnde de Bom
Retiro, Arthur T. de Mercido, Mr. James T,
("Kelley, and the minister, proceeded 10 the
Smithsonian Institute, where Professor Henry
met Lthem, and escorted them through the ?ll.iﬂ-
ing. The party then drove tothe Agricuitaral
Departmnent, and sfter a short stay there they
returned to the Arlington for breakfast. * The
trips to the Smithsonian and Agricultarab De
partment were made before 9 o'clock., At 10 the
Emperor partook of a hoarty breakfast, and in a
few moments after Senor Borges and His [mpe-
rial Majesty again entered tho furmer's earriage,
drawn by two beautiful dapple greys, and were
driven first to the Botanieal gardens where they
remained about half an hour. From the gardens
they proceeded to the enst front of the Capitel,
and entered,visited the Congressional library and
Supreme Court room.

Leaving the court-room the party took seats ia
the dipiomatie gmllery uf the House, where they
remalmed for half an hour after the Hoase met,
several members paying their respects to His
Majesty. From the Houss the party went to the
Senate Jiplomatic gallery, remaining there
nearly an hour listening Lo tho nrgument of Hon,
Jere Black in the lmpeactuuent trial. The Em.
peror and suite having *done’ the Capital pretty
thoroughly now, in the two daye, again entered
their earriages. Leaving the Capltol the party
were driven to the White House, where they 'were
received by Secretary Fish, who introduced His
Majesty aml suite to the President, and after &
few moments” pleasant chatting the party ad.
journed to the Red Room, where they were pro-
sented to Mrs. Grant and Mra Col. Fred Grant,

All formality being thrown aside, almost an
hour was passed fn soeial conversation, the party
expressing themselves highiy pleased with their
curdial reeeption. Afer dinner the party drove
to the Government Printing Office, wherd Mr,
Ulapp took them in charge, Bhowing them the
workings of the somposing, book-binding, press
and stereotyplog rooms, Especiafly pleased was
His Majesty with the process of prepating steroo-
type and eleetrotype plates, Mr. Clapp Intro.
duced the Emperorto Mr. Juyee of the affiee, whose
patent relielline engraviog process Dom Esdro
took great nterest in, watehing closely the whale
process of preparing an engraving for the press,
which takes but s shert time. The Emperoe
wrote his autegraph in Lhe composition, foligwing
the preparation of the piate, and printing the
Jac similie of his autograph from first to last. §

From the Government printing office the party
returned to the Arlington, where his Imperial
Majesty remained antll § o'clock, at which time,
in company with the Viscunde and Senor Borges,
be was driven to the National theatrs, (o witness
the performance of the Vokes fumily. The pro-
gramme of the movements of the Emperar to-day
is unknown, though in all probability, should the
wealher prove Myorable, he will go to Mount
Vernon. A special car has been provided for his
wse between here and Philadelphia, bat be has
pot determined wpen the train he will take oz
yet.

From Philadeiphia, whére ho will arrive In
time to witness the opening of the Uen ial, the
Emperor gocs to New Urleans, returping 1o
Washington by June 10, accompanied by the
Empress.

AN INCIDENT.

Quite an amus¢ing Incldent occurred al the
Fost Offiee Department yesterday. Abont 3
o'clock in the afternvonm a gentleman, accompa-
nied by o “ady, stepped In to get a sight of the
curivsilies in the museum of Lhe dead letter ofice.
A ger who hapy ito be near noticed
that they looked like forelgners. In an fesiang
the thought struck him that it was His Majesty,
Dom Pedro, and he whispered to asother offizial
of the same rank : “There's Dom Pedro.™ Mes.
genger No, 2told a elork, the clerk told anothor,
and so it spread like wilifire that the Post Utfioo
had o royal visitor. Pretty seon the passage
lending to the dead letter office was thronged to
with clerks anxicus té get & glimpse of His
Majesty. In the meantime messenxger No. 2
elipped in to Mr, Dallas, head of the digiston of
dead lettors, and told him that it was Dom Pl
who was (n the mom. M:r D.who hl, umtil
then, taken no notice of visitors, sprang ap and
began to bow and scrape. al the same tims apolo
gizing for his inattention, after which he pro-
ceeded to dbow them through the office, at the
mme Ume giving an claburate deseriptioa of
everything. As he was about two thinds through
a gentleman, who hidd scen the Emperor In New
York, whisperod the truth to Mr. Dallas. A mose
disgusted person than Jr. D. has Dot boen seen
arcund the Post Offiee for a long time. The
clerks by this time got wind that it was ot the
Emperor after all, and dispersed as gulekly as
poesible. The last seen of Mr. D. he was armed
with a elub looking for the messenger that fooled
him.

——a
THE METHODIST CONFERENCE.

More About the Book Concern.

Bavriwone, May 8.—Bishop Fuster presided at
the opening of the conf e this morning. Im.
mediately aftor religions services, Dr. Hiteboooi,
#r., agent of the book coneern at Cinclnnati, rose
to a gquestion of privilege and ioquired of the
secretary why and through whom the paper pre.
sented to the conference by Dr. Lanahan oa Sat.
urday last in refe: to the west book ocone
cern had been furnished the & iated Pross.

The secretary, Rey. Mr. Woodruff, disclaimed
any knowledge as to ite being givencut. He had
not furnished it. .

Dr. Hitcheoek proceeded with samestaces and
warmth to comment ou the memorial presented
by Dr. Lasahan on Saturday last, charging the
lnsalvency of the western book concern, sBd con.
tending that the allexutionsof the memorial werg
untrue.

Bishop Harris's moticn for a fpeeial committen
of five to investigate the alieged omissiop was
then amended by authorizing Dr..Lanaban wo
appear before the committes, and

Wm. Rice, H. B. Ridgeway, C. Altman, James
Seatemand J. B. Weaver were subsequenily an.
nounced as the committee.

The ifraiernal delegates from the Methodiss
Episcopal chureh in Canada, Rev. J. A. Wik
Hams agd Hon. John MeDonald, M. P, were la-
troduced to the conference by Bishop James, also
Bishop Carman, of Canada, snd Rev. E, Loands.
berry, amd 11:30 3. m. to-morrow designated as
the time for thefr reception.

Several ials wore p
Adjourned to to-morrow,

—— e
Freshot in the Mississippi.

St. Louis, May 5. —The river has been rising
at this point with I rapidity simce Sat
day night, and is now higher than at any previons
tUme this season, and Is still swelling at the rate
of an ineh and & balf to two Inches per hosr. The
leveo is nearly submerged In low places, and an
additional rise of threa fect will fiood many cellars
on Front street. Parts of East St Louis are in~
undated, and congiderable damage has already
been done. Embankments aro being hastily
thrown np (o places to prevent encroachment of
the waters, and other preparations are in progress
to meet the rising water coming out of the Mis
souri and Upper Mississippl

——— e
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1 anal referred.

ever In the building. The play and performance
made a favorable « Mis m
was received with much enthusisem and & prof.
sion of toral offerings.
—_———
- m’m
May &—The Emma, of Dunkirk, hee
heen on east comst of
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